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Dor inn with V/ocht's claim that the Rockefeller Commission misreprosentdd 
his 5i hour Deposition in his report in such a way as to infer that 
Wecht was iyfgjjecincnt with the V/arren Iteport. Says that to thus day 
the Jlockefcller Commission refuses to release his testimony or even 
to let reporters read it. Wecht repeats that if that transcript shows 
that ho has recanted his criticism of the Warren Iteport he'll eat the 
transcript on the steps of the White house and pay for a full-page ad 
6n the New York Times announcing it. Wecht says fchu it is his opinion 
based on viewing the autopsy material that there wore two gunmen who 
"most probably" were firing from the rear, but further down toward the 
westerly part of the building, and possibly even slightly further 
west than the building, lie says that one gunman was probably on a lower 
floor and one on a higher floor of the building. 

Goes into a debunking of the single-bullet theory with a slide 
presentation. 

Spitz say3 he doesn't know who pulled the trigger hut that there is 
nothing in the evidence incofjnsistnnt with the shots having Come from 
the TSRD. 


Spitz:... I didn't know these details. I've never read the Warren 
Commission repox't before 1 went to Washington although I had it in 
niy library. I never looked at it, for what reason I don't know. I 
never had that much interest in ±±x it. And it was when I wont to Washingto 
and saw the evidence I was totally objective . in examining thi3 evidence. 

I have some reservations about part— time l’orensid pathologists examining 
evidence about people who do it full-time arc apparently not quite in 
agreement. There is no such thing as a part-time forensic pathol- 
ogist for those people who have any questions on this subject, because 
a part-time forensic pathoBogist is like anything that's done part- 
time, is sort of of questionable expertise, (ho is referring not to 
Wecht, but to Nichols who Wecht mentioned earlier). 

Wecht mentions that he has never heard any of the members o<2 the 
medical profession who defend the V/arren Commission nmtinnx criticise one 
Dr. Lattimer who is a urologist. 


Gordon ask3 Wecht if ho is suggesting that the Rockefeller panel was 
rigged. 

Wecht: Oh, yes. Carefully selected. Not in grab-bag fashion, but 

carefully sBBected because of their professional identification and as 
sociation with previous members of the llamscy Clark panel and/or the 
original autopsy panel. 

Following break Gordon says that during commercial WechjJ accused him 
of bringing him on the show as part of an "expletive deleted" setup. 
Wecht confirms this and says "your views are well known." 


Spitz says he doesn't know why fte is being insulted by Wecht. 

Spitz: ...I came from Detroit. 1 planned to go back the same day, and 
I did my best to get done what 1 came to do and get out... I did my 
stuff and that was it, and then 1 submitted my report. If 1 was chosen 
because of some affiliation, because 1 did my training in Dal t into re and 
because I worked in Raltimorc for a number of years, yeah, maybe, I 
don't know why I was chosen. I have no idea. Maybe I was chosen because 


1 vm o Wayne (Jaunty Medical Examiner ami see like you shootings in a 
year, or murders in a year. That nay also be a possibility, all kinds 
of possibilities* 1 had not conferred with anybody before. I didn't 
confer with anybody afterwards. I see no reason why I would be on 
a panel on which Dr. Lindborg would be because 1 don't ev n know 
what Dr. Lindborg or the other guys who looked at the evidence, 
wliat they wrote. I have no idea* I never conferred with them* Not 
before, not after, not during... 


Spitz: (on 399) It was not free or relatively free of any marks. It 
had pieces of lead missing from the most vulnerable part pa&cc # of a 
jacketed bullet, that f s mainly in the base. Lead is a soft substance. 
And when the bottom £c ts squeezed, then lead is pushed out, and a 
tiail of lead like a tail of a ftroup of stars v;as spread alona the 
path of the bullet, and you see that. And the amount of load that you 
need m oidci to make that kind of a picture in an ;c ray is minute 
because the :c rays arc black and grey or black and white, and if you 
spread minute little spreads of white which lead ha would Qo on an 
A la y because ypu see the shadow and not the actual particle, you would 
see a smidgeon immediately, without any, you don't need to some great 
radiologist to see a little smidgeon of metal on an x ray. And I 
think people attribute a lot more importance to those little fragments 
scattered along the track, and you have then, or Groden said 
that they measured the amount of lead along the track. V/cll nobody 
can measure the amount of load in a living person. Connolly still 

ww S -M? 0Un ‘ l • loatl 1,1 his <“’">• So? Nobody can measure that. 

Uhat 1 m sayxn s is that the amount of lead that is scattered along the 
-v rays in my opinion is in no way inconsistent and certainly is I find 
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nothing in this to suggest that this is not that lead in the 


amount that comes from the base of that bullet. 


Gordon asks liui how two forensic pathologists trained at the same 
could have such diametrically opposed interpretations of the same 
evidence. 


place 


opitz: I don t know. I'm only telling you this. That what I have said 
before and what 1 am saying today is that Mr. Kennedy was shot 
two times and that both shots came , in my opinion, from the same 
location and, maybe I should say better that there is nothing in- 
consistent with their having corao from the same location. Nothing 
that I can determine. And I have done this game for twenty-three 
years ... 


In closing Spitz defends condition of 399. He says a high-powered 
missile makes *h huge cavity." "...A bullet such as this, due to the 
enormous velocity with which it goes through the body makes a huge 
cavity. And that cavity has a vacuum in it, into which is sucked the 
tissue around it. Even weaker bone structures can bo sucked into it 
It is very impressive to see a bullet such as that go through a chest! 
and it goes through the left chest cavity and hits a rib and all that 
and comes out pristine, completely pristine, no squeezing on the base 
or anything ... J. iko new. It looks like you could re-use it. And the heart 
is completely demolished. There isn't a heart left. Jt didn't even 
touch the hear. 1 :. The heart was just sucked into the cavity. If you son 
things 1 iko th.. t you start wondering about the situation hare. And yo« 
don t sec it one time. You see it hundreds of times (Spitz is describing 


J»1h war fiorvieo). When you oomo to think of it it itinko.s a very 
groat Jmpromilon. . . Km. son L ial I y , when you coino to think of it, how many 
honon <lld £) x yjJ hrealiV It liroko a rib. A rib? WoJ I how hi/' in a 
rih? And I’m not even <|uito sure that it didn't ,|u.st glance off that 
ril) and shatter it. i wouldn't at all Ik: surprised. .So, it wont through 
the v/riat. It went through the wrist obliquely. The way I see the 
:: rnyo and the way I think it happened it went through that wristhonc, 
it hit that wristhonc in a place where that wristhonc isn't very thick. 
It's got a big thick middle, which is all sponginess. An outer layer 
which is ft&rd is thin. The bullet shows an area of squeezing. Granted. 

I perfectly agree. It shows a beautiful area of aqueezing, and a 
deposit of lead. In the President's nock there arc two little bony 
spicules that were broken. I'm not sure that it broke those by direct 
impact. Maybe that bullet went two inches away from there, and it was 
sucked into the cacity. I have no difficulty whatsoever explaining 
how that build came out in the condition in which it was found. 

That bullet which I held, and which my colleague here held in his 
hand, to explain that bullet having traversed those structures. I 
just don'$r. . . l.'o matter what experiments on goats have shpwn, and on 
a cadcavor hand, 1 have no difficulty in explaining it anyhow. Because I 
have seen it, and what I have seen happen I think is qjiitc significant... 
• • • 

V/echt: I'm flabcrgastcd by Dr. Spitz' statement. He's seen it hundreds 
of times, you (Gordon) just converted it to thousands and lie agreed. 

He also said he's seen it all the time... Why doesn't Dr. Spitz then, 
if lie's seen it hundreds of times, thousands of times, all the time, 
why did not he, and a fellow member of his panel, Dr. Alfred Olivier, 
reproduce those results? bet's take a bullet and shbpt it through a 
rib, and shoot it through the distal end o£ the radius, ilfch I disagree 
with him in a guy 6 feet ’i, Connally's size, is such an unimportant 
bone in terns of total volume density, and size. Let him then give me 
those results. I've shown you hard physical evidence hero today. 

Pictures which I did not take, Mr, Gordon which were taken by the Warren 
Commission 

Wccht says ho has never seen a bullet do what 390 did and emerge 
in pristine condition. 


